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REMARKS I 

Claims 1-11 and 13-23. are jjeriding In the application. cMims 1-11 and 13-23. 
were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 03 (i). Claims 1-1.5 and 23 were jobjectBd to. 

Claim Obietaions \ " 

Claims 1-15 and 23 are objected to because of an informality. 
Applicants have respohded by amending clainis 1 and 23. : . - 

Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. 6 l6i3 (aY 

Claims 1-2, 1 1-17 and 2142 were i'ejeiiited under 35 U.S.C. i i03 (aj as being 
unpetentable over U.S. Patent Number.e.236.857 iBi issued to Galabrese et al. on May 
22, 2001 In view of U.S. Petent Numbef 5,999,610 issued t6 liln et 4^ on December 7, 
1999. ■ . ' [. • • 

Claims 3, 8 and 10 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §| 103 (a) as beirig 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent Nurriber: 6.236,85^ 

22, 12001 in view of U.S. Patent Number5.99^l,eip issued to Lin etjal. on becember 
1999, and further in view of U.S. F^ateht Ap^slic^^^^ Js^Ued ti3 

Karlsson dated November 24, 2005. 1 

Claims 4, 6 and 18 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §|l03 (a) as beihg 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent Klumbet: e.ise.ss? fel issued to Caldbrese et al. on May 
22. 2001 in view of U.S. Patent Nuifriber 5,99S,6 issued-io Lin e^t yil. oh peoember 7. 
1999, and U.S. latent Appli<^tl6n Number 2005/^^ to Karissoh dated 

Noveniber 24, 2005, and further in view of iJ.S. Pdteiht Number ^,075,982 issued to 
Donovan et al. on 6,075,982» |. 

Claims 6 and 7 were rejected uftder 35 U S C, § 103 (a) es being uftpfitentable 
over U.S. Patent Number 6,236,857 Bl issued to^ 6n Mi&y2i, 2001 in ^ - 

view of U.S. Patent plumber 6.909,616 Issued, to Lin eial. on December 7, 1999 and . 
U.S. Patent Application Number 2005/0262020 iS^^ 

2005, and further in view of U.S. patent Ajfiplicetiori Nufnber 2004/02^06^ A1 issued to 
O'Donnell dated December 2, 2004. .1 
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Claim 9 was rejected under 35 U.S!C. § 103 (a) being unjpatehtable over U.S. 
Patent Number 6,236,857 B1 issued to Calabre^e et al/on May 22,; 2001 in view of U.$. 
Patent Number 5,999,610 Issued to Lin et al, oh December 7, 1999 and U.Si Patent . 
Application Number i2006/02626^6 issued to karlssdn date« November 24, 2005, and 
further in view of U.S. Patent Number i5,6^ issued to Patel dh 5.835,856. 

Claims 1 9 and 20 were rejected under 55 U^S.C. § 103 (a) ak being unpatentable 
over U.S. Patent Number 6,236,857 &1 issued tb Caieibftee ^e^ 

view of U.S. Patent Number 5^999,610 Issueid to Lin et al. on Debember 7, 1999 and 
U.S. Patent Application Number 2005/0?620i2d issued to Karlsson dated November 24, 
2005, and further in vjew of U.S. Patent Number 61^^^^ issued to Donovan et aL oh 
6.075,982, and further in view of U.S; Patent Appilicatiori N 

. issued to O'Donhell dated December^, ^d04. i 
Claim 23 was rejedtfed und^^^^ 
U.S. Patent Number 6,236,867 Bf issU^ to C^Wbr^fe 6^ oh May 22, 2001 in vieVV of 
U.S. Patent Number U.S. Patent Number 6,3^3,936 61 issued to! McCphnell et al. oh 

' ApriM6.2002."' j 



Rejection Under Calabrese a nd Lin i 

Claims 1-2, i 1-17 and 21-2^ were rejected under 3S U.S.C. § 103 (a) as being 

unpatentable over Calabrese in view Of Li : 
Applicants have avoided this 
Applicants' claim i, as iamehded, hbw recites, 

"wherein the one or more subB^OT 
more of Origination_Attempt_Authdriz^, Colledtedjrifdhtiatioh, ahd 
Analyzed_lnformation triggers: and . | 

wherein the orioingitihd hrtobile isvvitfching G^hteKe^counters the one or 
more subscriber based trigger^ prior to th^ Cjallihq /ft Addr^^s Available 

' tliflflfiL"- ' ■ : y'/'■•^'''^^ ' 

As stated in thd Office Actiph, iCaiabrese ddes hot teis^h or sugigeist this 
limitation, Mpredyer, applicants np^ t^^^ doefe hot teach or suggest the lirhltatidh 



either. Instead, Lin discloses a tiechhiqiie tilgt fdcused oh i cruised, by 
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' ' ■ i 
service interactions in a multiple SCP environmertt . FurthennJre, Lin discloses (|) 
Origination Attempt, (ii) Infomnation Collected, and (iii) lnfomnation Analyzed triggers, in 
column 8, lines 23-26. However, contrary to applicants; claim 1, Un does not disclose, 
"the originating mobile switching ceiiter ehcbunters the one or mdre subscriber based 
triggers prior to the Callihg_Routing_Addres$s_Avanabl4 trigiger". 

Thus, the clear teaching of Calabriese aind Lifi is that th'e origiriating mdblte 
switching center does not encounter the ohe pr more subscnber bdsed triggers prior to 
the Calling_RoutingJ^ddresss_Avaiiabl6 trigli^r. 

Therefore the proposed coinbinatipri of Caisibrese and Liri does not teach or 
suggest all of the llmtUitidns in aplpltcgints; claim i, arid tii^refore |claim 1 is alliswdble 
over the prdposed combination. Since eiairhis 2-11 an^ 13-15 dejsehd froni aillc^able 
claim 1. these claihis sire also allowable pv#r the propo^^d combination. 

independent claims 16 and Z2-23 efibh have a iimitatib|l similar to that of 
independent claim 1, which v>«8 ^hpwh is not taught by the ^p^^^ combination. Fbr 
example, independent cldims 16 rebiti^/''ehdoUhteHnjg the^d^^^^ moire subsicriber 
based triggers prior to the Calling^Routirt9_Addresss^A>^ilable t(^^ and dainft 2^ 
recites "means in the one or more media fbr eincburrtBrtng the bn0 or more subsbriber 
based triggers prior to the Calling_ftouting_Address^_Available trigger" and claim ^3 
recites, "wheitejn the Originating mobile switching center ehoju'rtteri bn6 or fttOrie 
subscriber based triggers prior to thd dalllhg^Routin^l/AddneisssJ^v^ trigger". The 
proposed combination of Calal>re^^ khd Lin does hot t^aqh thesje limitatldns for the 
above-mentioned reasons. Therefore, claims 16 and 22-23 are likewise allowable over 
the proposed combination. Since claims 17-21 depeiid from claim 16, these depehdeiit 

claims are also allowable over the proposed combiniation. 

• . . ; I . 

. Rejection Under Calabrese, Lin, kaflsson. Ddhbvah/O^bohnd^ McCcnneii 

Clainns 3, 8 and 10 wef6 rejected uhd^^ §: 103 (a) as being 

unpatentable over U.S. Patent Number 6,236^^^ Bf Iss^ued to Calj^bfese et ai. on May 
22, 2001 in view of U.S. Patent Number &^ issuied to Lin etjial. on December 7, 

1 999, and further in view of U.S. Patertt Application Numbet 2005/0?62026 A1 Issued td 
. Karlsson dated November 24, 2005. 

" ' " • ■ i • 

i 
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Ciaims 4, 5 ahd 18 rejected uhde^ § 103 (a) as being 

unpatentable over U.S. Patent Nurtibef 6.i23^,d5t B1 isisiued to Catfabifese et al. on May 
22. 2001 in view of U.S. I=>atent Nufntier 5,999i,610 issued to Lin et al. on December 7, 
1999, and U.S. Patent Applicaition Nurfiber 2005/626^^^ 

November 24, 2005, and further in view bf U.^. patent Number i6,075.982 Issued to ' 
Donovan et al. on 6,076,982. | 

Claims 6 and 7 vver^ rejected urider 3S U.$.Q. § 103 (a) ai being unpatentable 
over U.S. Patent Number 6,236.857 B1 issued to Calabrese et a}!, on May 22, 2001 in 
view of U.S. Patent Nurnber 5,9l99.6i0 issi^ed t6 Lin et ail 6n Debenfiber 7. 1999 and ' • . 
U.S. Paterit Application Nurhber 20o|/O^^ 

2005, and further in view of U,S. Patent Applicatioh N ikeued to 

O'Donnell dated Decerfiber 2, i2!Od4. I 

Claim 9 was rejected under' 36 U.S.c; § 103 (a) being linbatehtable bver U.iS. 
Patent Number 6,236,857 Bl |s^ue<i to Caiabrese et al. on May 22, ;2001 in view of UJS. 
Patent Number 5,999,610 issued to Lin 61 al. op D^sCi^nfiber 7, 1999 and U.S. Patent . 
. Application Number 2005/026^020 issued to K^flsson dsited November 24, 2005, and 
■ further in view of U.S. Patent Number i5,8^^^ 

Claims 19 aiid 2p were rejected under 35 U,iS!b. § 103 (a) a$ being unpsitentable 
' . over U.S. Patent Number 6,236.&5t^^^ issued to C^jaibrgiS^ >t al. jbn May 22, 2001 in 

view of U.S. Patent Nuftiber 6.999,61a let al. on December 7, 1999 ahd r 

U.$. Patent Applicaitloh Number 266i5/d26262p issued to Karlssbh dated November ?4, 
2005, and further in view of U.S. Paifent Nunnber 6,075,^82 issued to Donovan et al. ori 
6,076,982, and further in view pf U.S. Patent Appllcattoh Number 2004/0240646 Al ; 
issued to O'Donnejl daited pecehibef; ^, 2004. I 

Claim 23 yy^s rejected under 36 U.S.C. § 103 (a) a^^^ / . 

U.S. Patent Number 8,236,d5r oriMay22.2001 ihviewqf 

U,S. patent Number U.S, Patent |v|umW et al. dh 

April 16, 2002. r-''^ :'[.■'': \ ' 

Applicants reipetitfijlly traverse.i^^^ 
reasons.'. : - • j 
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These rejections are based on the rejection under Calabrese and Lin being 
proper. As that ground Of rejection has beian pverrcbitie, and rtone of the cited 
references teach or suggeiBt "wherein th6 originsitirig rii*ile switching denier encounters 
one or rriore subscriber based triggers prior to the Calling_RoutinglAddresss_Avajlab^ 
trigger*', ai recited in applicants' indOpiehdeht daims ^ ahd 23. ailid "encountering the' 
one or more subscriber based trigger^ prior to the Calling_F?outlngiAddresssJ\vailable 
trigger" as recited in applicants' indeperideht claim 16. and "means in the one of more 
media for encountering the ohe or nhore subscriber based triggers prior to the 
Caliing_Routing_Addresss_Avail^^^^^ 

22, the combination of Calabrese. Lin. Karis^oh, Donovan, p'bonneil. Patel. and 
McConhell does not supply this missihg eiemem. thus, these corribinatiohs do hot 
make obvious any of applicants' clglim^, all of Which require the afbriesald lirhitation. 

Conclusion | 

It Is respectfully submitted that this Offioe Action's H^eetions liave been overcome 
and that this application is how In condition fof^a^^^ Recorisideratlon and 

allowahce are, therefore, respeOtfiJllysoiicM^ I 

If, however, the Examiner still believes that there are uhrebolved issues, he is 
invited to call applicdnts' attorney so that arrahgeftiehte may be i^tade to discuss arid 
resolve any such issues. | 

Respeictftjily submitted. ; 

- Oarmen B. Patti \' . 
Attorneiy for Applicarits 
fteg. No. 26,784 

Dated: January 17, 2007 .1 

CAFWEN B. F'ATTI & ASSOCIAtES, LLC . . ! 

Customer Number 47382 
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